‘Money, but Not Votes 

Wallace Victory Loss for Md. Labor 
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By Richard M. Cohen former senator, Joseph D. trict’s six delegates. Me- 41 delegates could be i 


Organized labor, . rather 
than Hubert H. Humphrey 
I or George McGovern, ap- 
1 peared yesterday to be the 
major loser in Tuesday’s 
Maryland Democratic presi- 
dential primary, a contest 
won , easily by Gov.. George 
C. Wallace. 

The state’s AFL-CIO, - 
200,000 members strong and 
firmly for Humphrey, slated 
two labor representatives on 
each of the seven slates of na- 
tional convention delegate 
candidates fielded by the Min- 
nesota senator. None of the 
■ labor candidates won. 

“It’s clear that labor can 
produce money but not 
votes,” said a disenchanted 
Humphrey strategist. “In 
Maryland for Humphrey 
they producued neither.” 

Labor made its push in 
the heavily blue-collar areas 
of Baltimore and Baltimore 
County and boasted before 
the election of the number 
of leaflets it distributed and T 
the efficiency of its canvass- 
ing operation, but here, too, . 
the AFL-CIO was shut out. 

Labors collapse was just 
one of the oddities in a con- 
test that left many of the 
state’s leading Democrats 
scratching their heads. To 

• Wallace won the state’s 
conservative First Congres- 
sional District by a land- 
slide, but the voters there 
elected the state’s liberal 


Tydings, as a convention 
delegate. 

• Wallace won Prince 
George’s County’s Fifth 
Congressional District, but 
the McGovern delegate slate 
won five of the six conven- 
tion spots on the ballot. 

• Humphrey swept the 
nearly all-black Seventh 
Congressional District of 
Baltimore, but only one of 
his pledged delegates there 
was elected. 

With virtually all but ab- 
sentee ballots counted, Wal- 
lace took 39.2 per cent of 
the statewide vote. His victo- 
ries in six congressional dis- 
tricts insured him' 36 dele- 
gates to the national conven- 
tion. His statewide victory 
gave him a bonus of five at- 
large delegates for a total of 
41 of the 63 delegates Mary- 
land will send to the conven- 
tion. 

Humphrey won the Sev- 
enth Congressional Dis- 


Govern won six by carrying 
Montgomery County’s 
Eighth Congressional Dis- 
trict. \ 

Under Maryland law, the 
winner in a congressional 
district binds the district’s 
delegates for two conven- 
tion ballots, unless the can- 
didate withdraws or fails to 
win more than 35 per cent 
of the convention vote on 
the first ballot. 

Thus, the delegates bound 
to Wallace' almost certainly 
will be free to vote for the 
candidate of their choice 
after the first convention 
ballot. Wallace, whose pri-' 
mary victories seem to be at 
an end, will probably have 
no more than 10 jier cent of 
the convention delegates on 
the first ballot at Miami 
Beach in July. 

In Maryland, only three 
delegates pledged to Wal- 
lace were elected, meaning 
that the Alabama governor’s 


duced to three after the 
first ballot. McGovern, how- 
ever, manged to elect 16 del- 
egates pledged to him, in- 
cluding all six of the win- 
ning delegates in the Eighth 
Congressional District. Five 
delegates pledged to Hum- 
phrey won election in var- 
ious congressional districts. 

But 24 of the delegates 
elected Tuesday ran as offi- 
cially uncomitted. Many of 
these delegates are organiza- 
tion Democrats from the 
Baltimore area who are 
much more likely to go to 
Humphrey eventually than 
to McGovern. 

In thO Baltimore area’s ' 
Second Congressional Dis- 
trict, for instance, three of 
he six delegates elected ran 
on an unpledged slate sup- 
ported by Baltimore County 
Executive Dale Anderson 
who came very close to en- 
dorsing Humphrey on Mon- 
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day and previously had en- 
dorsed Sen. Henry M. Jack- 
son (D-Wash.). 

Of the remaining three del- 
egates in that District, one 
was supported by old-line 
political boss Jack Pollack, 
one ran as an independent 
and one is thought to sup- 
port McGovern. AU six will 
have to vote for Wallace on 
the first ballot. 

Similarly, in the First 
Congressional District, 
where Wallace piled up his 
largest plurality, the voters 
there elected a totally un- 
committed slate. The front- 
running delegate was Tyd- 
ings, who at One time was 
one, Sen. Edmund S. Mus- 
kie’s strongest supporters in 
the state. Other winners in 
the First were Senate Presi- 
dent William S. James (D- 
Harford), fonmer Maryland 
, Gov. J. Millard Tawes and 


Del. Russell L. Hickman (D- 
Worcester). 

The makeup of the Mary- 
land delegation appears to 
insure the election of Gov. 
Marvin Mandel as an at- 
large delegate. The elected 
delegates, who will meet 
June 6 to choose the five-at 
large delegates, are top- 
heavy with combined un- 
pledged and Humphrey peo- 
ple, most of whom wil sup- 
port the governor. In addi- 
tion, Mandel’s press secre- 
tary, Frank A. DeFilippo, 
said the governor expected 
to also have the ! votes of 
McGovern’s 16 delegates. 

Many of the state’s politi- 
cal observers credited the 
McGovern organization yes- 
terday with disciplined vot- 
ing. From the results, it ap- 
peared that McGovern’s sup- 
porters also voted for his 
delegates while Humphrey 


supporters either did not Following are the unoffi- 
bother with the separate c ial winners in national c( 
delegate contest of dissa- 

pated their votes on un- ventl ° n delegate conte 


vention delegate contests 


only had 14 pledged dele- 
gate candidates to choose 
from and managed to elect 
three of them in the Fourth 
Congressional District 
(southern Prince George's 
and Anne Arundel), where 
the Alabama governor 
seemed to have his best or- 
ganization. 



MARYLAND PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY RESULTS BY DISTRICT 
Democrats 


FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH Candidates’ Totals 

aU 217 pets. all 207 pets. 218 of 301 pets. all 111 pets. all 99 pets. all 267 pets. all 294 pets. all 120 pets. STATEWIDE 
vote 82.4% vote 45.0% vote 5.3% vote 33.3% vote 30.3% vote 67.8% vote .4% vote 51.7% of 1,616 pets. 
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TOTALS BY DISTRICT 
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Republicans 


FIRST SECOND THIRD FOURTH FIFTH SIXTH SEVENTH EIGHTH Candidates’ Totals 

all 217 pets. all 207 pets. 298 of 301 pots. all 111 pets. all 99 pets. all 267 pets. 288 of 294 pets. all 120 pets. STATEWIDE 
vote 88.9% vote 46.4% vote 6.0% .vote 37.8% vote 34.3% vote 70.0% vote .7% , vote 55.8% of 1,616 pets. 
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Paul N. McCloskey 
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TOTALS BY DISTRICT 
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